Applicant: Thomas Michael Holmes 
Appl.No.: 10/683,581 

REMARKS 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the careful consideration of this application. Claims 1 
and 4-15 are currently pending. Claims 1, 4, 5, and 14 have been amended. Claims 2 and 3 have 
been cancelled, without prejudice to or disclaimer of the claimed subject matter. Based on the 
foregoing amendments and the following remarks, Applicant respectfully requests that the 
Examiner reconsider all outstanding objections and rejections and that they be withdrawn. 
Claim Objections 

The Examiner objected to claims 3, 5, 9, and 14 for claiming a second fan and a second 
outlet without claiming a first fan and a first outlet. Claim 3 has been cancelled, and claims 5, 9, 
and 14 depend from claim 1, which has been amended to recite a first fan and a second fan. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that this objection should be withdrawn. 

The Examiner also objected to claim 14 for the use of the phrase "and/or". Claim 14 has 
been amended to remove all instances of the phrase "and/or" and place the claim in better form 
for examination. Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that this objection should be 
withdrawn. 

Finally, the Examiner objected to claim 1 for "recit[ing] no structure but functional 
statements and desired results." As stated above, claim 1 has been amended to recite a first fan 
and a second fan. The Applicant respectfully submits that this objection should be withdrawn as 
well. 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. $ 102 

Claims 1-9 and 1 1-15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 3,667,134 to Rockson; as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,087,925 to 
Bienek; and as being anticipated by German Application DE 10109237A1 to Heyden et al. The 
rejections over Rockson, Bienek, and Heyden are addressed together below. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite a dryer comprising a first fan to generate an 
intermittent flow of air, and a second fan to generate a substantially continuous flow of 
substantially sterile air. Neither Rockson, Bienek, nor Heyden discloses or suggests a dryer 
having a second fan to generate a substantially continuous flow of substantially sterile air. 

More specifically, Rockson discloses a dryer having a single blower 20. Although blower 
20 operates continuously in a closed system, it is prevented from "generating] a substantially 
continuous flow of substantially sterile air," as claimed, by a cover 33 that is normally held in the 
closed position. Rockson, column 2, lines 71-72; column 3, lines 25-30. Rockson further fails to 
disclose two fans. 

Next, Bienek discloses a hand dryer having a single fan 40. Fan 40 provides intermittent, 
not continuous, sterilization of the air. Bienek, column 1, lines 37-39. Bienek further fails to 
disclose two fans. 

Furthermore, Heyden appears to disclose a hand dryer including only one fan, which 
operates intermittently, not continuously. Heyden, Abstract. Heyden also fails to disclose two 
fans. 
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None of these references discloses or suggests a first fan to generate an intermittent flow 
of air, and a second fan to generate a substantially continuous flow of substantially sterile air. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 is not anticipated by Rockson, 
Bienek, or Heyden. Claims 4-9, and 1 1-15 depend from an allowable claim 1, and are allowable 
for the same reasons, as well as for reciting additional features. 
Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claim 10 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rockson, 
Bienek, or Heyden in view of International Publication No. WO 00/07491 to Jackson et al. 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for the following reasons. 

First, claim 10 depends from claim 1, which, as demonstrated above, is allowable over 
Rockson, Bienek, and Heyden. In addition, Jackson fails to remedy the deficiencies of Rockson, 
Bienek, and Heyden, in that Jackson does not disclose or suggest a first fan to generate an 
intermittent flow of air, and a second fan to generate a substantially continuous flow of 
substantially sterile air. Rather, Jackson discloses a hand dryer having a single, intermittent fan. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully submits that claim 10 is not rendered obvious by any 
combination of Rockson, Bienek, Heyden, and Jackson. 
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CONCLUSION 

All of the stated grounds of objection and rejection have been properly traversed, 
accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant, therefore, respectfully requests that the Examiner 
reconsider all presently outstanding objections and rejections and that they be withdrawn. 
Applicant believes that a full and complete reply has been made to the outstanding Office Action 
and, as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes, for 
any reason, that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is hereby invited to telephone the undersigned at the number provided. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: Of/Os) 9QQS ^Rzqju^ J) JAuZUS \ 

Steven J. Schwarz Cj 



Registration No. 47,070 
Venable LLP 
P.O. Box 34385 
Washington, D.C. 20043-9998 
Telephone: (202) 344-4000 
Telefax: (202) 344-8300 



DC2-641938.I 



7 



